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Before the
Federal Communications Commission

Washington, DC 20554

FCC ~1 AIL 3EC11 0N

DEC 20 !I ' J Mi '~,

In the Matter ~fl

Amendment of Part 97 of the
Commi.sion'. Rule. Governing
Amateur Radio Services
Regardin; Rep.ater and
Auxiliarv Operaticn in the
1.2~ Meter Band

To: The Commission

>
>
>
> RM-7869-
>

RECEIVED

DEC 26""
Fadel al Comrnunica\lOfl~ '",'-II11I11I1i10(1

OIliCC! ollhe SagililY

PETITION AGAINST RULE MAKING
-------------------------------------------------------------~-.~p

I, Alan Sanders, W86TPG, hereby respectfully submit my requ••t

to the Federal Communications Commission to NOT take action, . on

this Petition For Rule Making, RM-7869, as submitted by t~

American Radio League.

As an active Amateur Radio Operator an the 1.25 Meter Band, I

watched our band grow from a few Amateurs using Midland, ClegQ,

and Tempo crystal bound radios, to the now extremely den••

population of repeaters and other user interests on the 1.2~

Meter Band. Recently,-you diminished our band by 40X due to th.

recent proceeding, NPRM 87-14.

Thi5 new request by the American Radin Helay League, (ARRL), ••ks

asks UB to take yet another cut inta this Amateur spectrum th.t

is still attempting to relocate those who w~re displaced in NPRM

87-14. If you accept this petition for rule making, another 17
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rspeaters in the Southern California will be aispl~ced. Where

will they go? The ARRL says, and I qLlotf~ "A ft:::'w Ul~'f not be- able

to move, espec:i.lly in St1uthern Califol'nia, ~f}.g. m~..'L tt~y.@. t2 QQ

I think not!

$17,000 dollars in my system, and have the rec~ipt5 to prove it.

In fact the ARRL also knows this since they have an itemi2ed li.t

of my equipment for an insurance, policy set up by,the AR~L. Do••

it make sense to you to displace active users who currently have

equipment on the air, many since- the late 70'5. To quotli a

popul ar movi Ii line, "The needs of the mal"}' QutL"-Jei gh t.he needs o-f

the one". The on. I i ndi cate, reI ates t(,) a survey of all m.mb.....

of the 1.25 Meter community in Southern California who were asked

where their operating interests are. Lesti than 1% indicate weak

signal, SS8, and other experimental oper~tions.

took away 40% of our band, and may ask that we continue to erod.

it away by special interest groups who pressured the ARRL into

making this ludicrou~ petition aPPPQ~ing

Amateurs. I can assure you the ARRL does NOT have my interest in

mind, and the majority of users will let you know in this comm~nt

peri ad. I have invested heavily into the 1.25 Meter b.nd, and

will personally suffer financial disaste~ if the petition is

adopted.

controlled.

Pleaa. bear in mind that a repeater is crystal

Per.onal investment in equipment, which i. usele.s

in other bands include dup1exers, c i l""C:I.ll ... tors, antennas,

addition.l

quality FI"1

filters and caviti~5 that are required to allow _

repeater to filter intermod. and ether potenti~l

in tet- f erence associated with operation on a high density



mountaintop. The United States Department of Agriculture ~•••••

a yearly fee for the privilege for usinq Forestry land to hou••

our repe~ters in private company buildIngs. These compania. do

not cut of the love of Amateur radIO provid~ hilltop 5p~C. i~

their bLlilding free of charge. In 'Fac.t, [ pay :5100.00 .a month for

the privilege to provide a service to the amateur community. My

r speater current 1y has a real i st i c user bd.~-';~ of over 160 Am~t.u.r

The benefits of this ONE frequency, to put it
;

in your own words, "Beliot serves the public inter-eliot". Multiply

this by 16 other repeaterlio ask~d bv the ARRL to go away is ..

tragic loss to the community as a whale who benefits from Public

Safety communic~tions provided by the FM community.

signal people provide this? Of course not!

Look at this in a different view. Say a small number of homel •••

people are living in a par~, adjac.ent to your home.

city council decides that theoy should v~c:ate the park, a.nd h~v...

home, 50 you are asked to vacate your home, to provide the

homeless few a place to stay. You certainly would not vac.t.

your home for this reason. Therefore, it is preposterous to ••k

those seventeen rep~ater-s to go off the air, so someone c.an

occasionally bounce signals off the moon.

Your Report and Order on the matter of 87-14 informed u. that the

ARRL Repeater Directory pr·ovides the be~t representation of the

Amateur fixed/mobile,'repeater operations as noted in .ection 32,

page 5 of the Report and Order, released Septemb~r 6, 1988.

Since the FCC feels the Repeater DirEctory indicates accurate



1o.ding, 1et m~ a.l so qLlote the (~I;:FL R.Jpea.ter" Di ...·ec::tory,

l

wtl i eli i s tit 1ed "ElAND F'U~NS II •

Eland

plc:.'tl's are recommendations baliied on a. c:on::;~IISLIS a.." to good Amateur

op~rating practice on a nationwide basis.

In some cases, however, local conditions may dictate a variation

from the national band plan. In these cases, the writt.n

determination of the REGIONAL FREQ~ENCY COORDINATING BODY shall

prevail and b. considered good amateur operating practice in that

region. If the league believes in this thFory, then one must a~k

Why', are they issuing th.is petitio!'? [ believe no one member of

the t~RnL bOrird of directors ""we actIve' on the 1.25 Meter bC:\lld and

sl10Llld not c' cLitf.?·jer.:isi.ClI1S t.1-,,:;; .:.r°ea coordinating councils

:.hOLtld make. HI50, ~~e ar E;? 5ot111 llcl.lr,g OLlr wouncJs from NF'Rf't 87-

14~ so inter"vention agedn by the", FCC in the 1.25 Metel~ band will

C:\gainst the ARRL, which is already taking ~ffect.

intervene in affairs that are b0St left to''-./

only c&use extreme animosity against the FCC and cE'rtai n I y

PLEASE!. don' t

sense outside major metropolitan areas, but not within

coordination council5. Weak signal use of 150 Khz make gao.

them at

the incredible expense of displacing a.mateurs with repeaters

operating on the frequencies you propose will be. p.rti~ioned to

weak si gnal i nt.rests if adOIJted. I trust you wi 11 cl 0 ••1 'If

review requests from both side of this issue. Perhaps, it is b ....

to defer the matter back to the ARRL and request that local .r••

coordinators try to accommodate ALL disp12ced uses as best ••

humanly possible. Those few who have elected to solicit the MAL
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to voice their concerns to you, hav~ NEVER attempted to cont~ct

the Southern Cal i forni a 220 Spl:'~tr um ""anagemer,t Assoc i iit i on to

~oice their concern. I n f act. IW 1 C,I- L I :' the 1e a y u e f i 1 i 11 9 t h 1 S

r'l",ndCjC:1lOt»nt AS!:iDCi ati on, cont ..,ctseJ one Ot th~ 1 eague meillbers in

support of this proposal the coor"'ctinat.ion councils fr't:!quency

board to discuss possible options. Their reply was, we will

0-
settle fur nothing l~~~ ,th~n

, "
150 Kh ....· ! Wi til UI\~::tti tude, it

bdnd on two meters and si >: met.er s:, ~~hl·r e l tie pr-CJf"agat i or, behav••

ifILICh 1 i he the 1.25 Meter' band.

For' the above mentioned reasons, the ~·wit:E:'r respectfully as~:s the

Commis:;!-:::." tc. abandon the propQ~:;8d allocation of 222.(11)0 l:.Q

2'22. 150 r'lhz, to weak si gnal, and i nstE'Ctd C.1i·:'fer trle mat t.er b.ck ~"l '.l:
,

tlH? AF(RLfor- resolution with the local an:~a cf3(.')rdination council.

Fp~p~(tfully Submittad,
D8C2mber 12, 1991

( , """
Al,~';;'-S~;:';d~~;~'wBZfp~~-,
3 1 67 Madras Driv~

Chino, CA 91709
014) ~9 7 -3EV"t3
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